Application No. 10/684,317 
Amendment "A" dated October 5, 2005 
Reply to Office Action mailed April 5, 2005 

REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

Introduction 

The present Amendment is in response to the Office Action mailed April 5, 2005. By 
this amendment claims 1-29 and 33 and 34 are withdrawn and claims 30-31 and 34-39 are 
pending. In the Office Action mailed January 4, 2005, a restriction requirement was made by the 
Examiner. In the response filed January 14, 2005 Applicants selected invention IV (claims 30- 
39) and then elected the species that read at least on claims 30-3 1 and 34-39. 

In the current Office Action mailed April 5, 2005, the Office Action has treated claims 2, 
3, and 10-39 as withdrawn and rejected claims 1 and 4-9. In a telephone conversation with the 
Examiner on October 4, 2005, Applicant noted that an election of claims 30-39 was made in the 
reply filed January 14, 2005. The Examiner requested Applicants to reply to the current Office 
Action and identify the error. The Examiner indicated that a subsequent action regarding an 
examination of claims 30-39 would issue. 

Applicant then indicated that the rejection of claim 1 and 4-9 made in the current Office 
Action would not be addressed because of the election of claims 30-39. Further, Applicants to 
not make any admission or concession regarding the characterization of the cited art in the Office 
Action but will address any rejections the Examiner may have after the examination of claims 
30-39. 

Objections to the Drawings 

The Office Action objected to the drawings under 37 C.F.R. § 1.83(b) as not showing 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. In particular, the Office Action indicated 
that the voltage filter as part of the integrated circuit as set forth in claim 1 must be shown of the 
features cancelled from the claims. An amended Figure 2 is included in this response to 
overcome this objection to the drawing. 

As noted in the Amendments to the Specification section of this response, the 
specification has been amended to reference the amendment made to Figure 2. No new matter is 
entered as support for the amendment to Figure 2 is found at least in ^| [022]. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, Applicants believe the claims as amended are in allowable 
form. In the event that the Examiner finds remaining impediment to a prompt allowance of this 

Page 10 of 11 



Application No. 10/684,317 
Amendment "A" dated October 5, 2005 
Reply to Office Action mailed April 5, 2005 

application that may be clarified through a telephone interview, or which may be overcome by an 
Examiner's Amendment, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned attorney. 



Dated this 5 m day of October 2005. 



Respectfully submitted, 




CARL T. REED 



Registration No. 45,454 
Attorney for Applicant 
Customer No. 022913 
Telephone: (801) 533-9800 



CTR/tat 
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AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS 

The attached sheet of drawings includes changes to Figure 2. This sheet, which includes 
Figures 1 and 2 replaces the original sheet including Figures 1 and 2. In Figure 2, the voltage 
filter has been amended to reflect that the voltage filter can be separate from or integral with the 
IC 210. This is illustrated by changing the voltage filter 250 to dashed lines and adding a voltage 
filter 262 in dashed lines inside the IC 210. 

Attachment: Replacement Sheet 
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